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* Randy leads introductions to new members, and all present introduce themselves

¢ Refraction Study Group Reports:

O

O

Erricos sent a presentation about the status about 2-color ranging in the Network

Stephan Riepl discussed a new Refraction Server where stations can send data to have
refraction corrections calculated.

= A question about data latency (6 hours?)

= Horst says that the normal point data is useless, and the full-rate data would
only be useful if the data is taken simultaneously. There is very little to gain
from the 2-color data if the returns are not simultaneous.

* CRD Status

O

Network conversion has been delayed due to station delays, Data Center delays, and
contract changes.

Website is now showing only station that need to be converted and validated.
Format Issues — Standard station names, satellite names
EDC Status

= Christian reports that he has new software that saves all data in database

= He suggests that he modify all data for system and satellite name issues. We
agree to table this discussion until we can discuss with the CB and Carey.

Modifications to current CRD format —
= Kalvis discussed whether we use the Engineering data format
= Lunar Mods -
¢ APOLLO would like to report # of fires
* Processing version?
= Changes for Software version?

=  Chris Moore suggests that we modify the format to accept a continuous time
from start of pass. The start time will be in header, and we can count from this
time in the data record. We will table this discussion for the CB as well.

e Data Distribution

O

Data Flow walkthrough chart (Christian Schwatke)



o EDC status
= New FTLRS (7822) is in quarantine

= CRD for FTLRS is in quarantine as well (note that the data will need to be CRD
verified, but Monique says that the data is being produced by the same
software that produces the Grasse CRD data. This data is already verified)

=  Still have several stations in CRD verification

o Question about whether we should synchronize the way that the data is stored at both
the EDC and CDDIS. What happens if Data Center is down?

= Horst points out that we have agreed at the AWG in Paris that the Data Centers
should continue the way that they are storing data. This is tabled.

Review of the ILRS Data Formats and Procedures Working Group Charter

o Predictions still refer to IRVs — Need to update for CPF. Chris Moore suggests that we
make it more general

o We should add something for Tracking Restrictions

o Station Information — Should we drop the configuration flags — SCI, SCH?
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